
Review Updates (The Non-Controversial Issues) 

New Development: 

Non-Responsive due to agreement 

OnSite Disposal Systems {OSDS) Inspections: 

Non-Responsive due to agreement 
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Non-Responsive due to agreement 

Response to General Comments: 

• Topics of General Comments included: 
o Overall support/lack of support for proposed decision 
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o Suitability of voluntary approaches to meet CZARA requirements 
o NOAA/EPA holding EPA to a higher standard 
o CZARA requires state to address issues outside of its control 
o State should have more time to develop CNP 
o CNP needs to address climate change 
o Effectiveness of Oregon's monitoring, tracking, and enforcement efforts 
o Questions NOAA/EPA's authority for establishing additional MMs 
o Suitability of state's process for identifying CCAs and additional MMs. 

• Status: Summary of comments drafted; responses to 14 summary comments drafted (3 more to 
go although a few responses may need to be tweaked based on final decisions for other 
management measures) 

Responding to Public Comments on Other Aspects of Oregon's Coastal Non point Program that We Did 
Not Solicit Comments (such as on the Effectiveness of Oregon's General Monitoring and Tracking 
Efforts) 

• Recommended Action: Acknowledge comments received. State that we did not solicit 
comments on these aspects of Oregon's program and are only considering comments related to 
new development, OSDS, additional management measures for forestry, agriculture, and 
general comments regarding CZARA at this time. There will be another opportunity for the 
public to comment on these specific aspects of Oregon's program when NOAA and EPA propose 
to approve Oregon's program. 

• Reason for This Response: 
• Avoids responding substantively to comments that may indicate a decision the federal 

agencies have made about elements of Oregon's program until we are assured we have 
received all comments and information on these MMs. 

• Avoids a providing a substantive response that may conflict the decision and statements 
made in the rationale we will draft once we propose approval of these MMs. 

• Next Steps: 
• Develop standard response that undergoes technical, policy, managerial and legal review. 
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Non-Responsive due to agreement 

Response to General Comments: 

• Topics of General Comments included: 
o Overall support/lack of support for proposed decision 
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o Suitability of voluntary approaches to meet CZARA requirements 
o NOAA/EPA holding EPA to a higher standard 
o CZARA requires state to address issues outside of its control 
o State should have more time to develop CNP 
o CNP needs to address climate change 
o Effectiveness of Oregon's monitoring, tracking, and enforcement efforts 
o Questions NOAA/EPA's authority for establishing additional MMs 
o Suitability of state's process for identifying CCAs and additional MMs. 

• Status: Summary of comments drafted; responses to 14 summary comments drafted (3 more to 
go although a few responses may need to be tweaked based on final decisions for other 
management measures) 

Responding to Public Comments on Other Aspects of Oregon's Coastal Nonpoint Program that We Did 
Not Solicit Comments (such as on the Effectiveness of Oregon's General Monitoring and Tracking 
Efforts) 

• Recommended Action: Acknowledge comments received. State that we did not solicit 
comments on these aspects of Oregon's program and are only considering comments related to 
new development. OSDS, additional management measures for forestry, agriculture, and 
general comments regarding CZARA at this time. There will be another opportunity for the 
public to comment on these specific aspects of Oregon's program when NOAA and EPA propose 
to approve Oregon's program. 

• Reason for This Response: 
Avoids responding substantively to comments that may indicate a decision the federal 
agencies have made about elements of Oregon's program until we are assured we have 
received all comments and information on these MMs. 
Avoids a providing a substantive response that may conflict the decision and statements 
made in the rationale we will draft once we propose approval of these MMs. 

• Next Steps: 
Develop standard response that undergoes technical, policy, managerial and legal review. 

Ferestry lanelslieles: 

• Recommended Decision: Disa/\pprove 

• Concern Raised in Proposed Decision: State does not have programs in place to protect high risk 
landslide areas to ens~oJre water Ejlolality standards and designated loJSes are achieved. 

• Reason for Recommended 1\ction: 

• Revisions to Proposed Rationale: Citing additional science to sho•o~~ that harvesting and road 
constr~oJction on high risl( landslide areas does increase risl( of landslides and impact water Ejlolality. 

• Concerns raised d~oJring plolblic comment period: 
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• Stat~oJs: RatioRale ElrafteEII31oJt still worldRg to iA'lprove scieRce Elisc~oJssioR; SloJA'lA'lary cOA'lA'leRts 
ElrafteeJ; respORSe to COA'lA'leRtS ROt starteeJ. 

[RespeRse te GeReFal CemmeRts:[ 

• StatloJS: RespORSe to COA'lA'leRtS ElrafteeJ; respORSeS to 14 COA'lA'leRtS ElrafteeJ (3 A'lOre to go 
altROiolgR a few respoRses A'lay ReeEI to Be tweal(eEII3aseEI OR fiRal ElecisiORS for otl'ler A'laRageA'leRt 
A'leaslolres) 

RespeREliRg te P~o~lalie CemmeRts Qtl:!eF !'.speets ef OFegeR's Ceastal NeRpeiRt PFegFaFR tl:!at 'A'e Qiel 
Selieit CemmeRts (slolcR as OR tl'le HfectiveRess of GregoR's GeReral MoRitoriRg a REI TrackiRg Hforts) 

[~l~~~~P~i}~J:E!~a~~~:il~~~~~:;5~~~ I 
' i ~~;~~;;~d; ~~b~~~~~~~;~~~b~;;~; "] 

• RecOA'lA'leREieEI 1\ctioR: 1\ckRO'.vleEige COA'lA'leRts receiveEI. State tl'lat ·.ve EliEI ROt solicit •--- i Formatted: No bullets or numbering 
cOA'lA'leRts OR tl'lese aspects of GregoR's prograA'l a REI are oRiy coRsiEieriRg cOA'lA'leRts relateEI to Rew 
ElevelopA'leRt, OSDS, aEIEiitioRal A'laRageA'leRt A'leas~oJres for forestry, agric~oJit~oJre, a REI geReral cOA'lA'leRts 
regarEiiRg CZARA at tl'lis tiA'le. Tl'lere willl3e aRotl'ler opport~oJRity for tl'le ploll31ic to cOA'lA'leRt OR tl'lese 
specific aspects of GregoR's prograA'l wl'leR NOAA a REI EPA propose to approve GregoR's prograA'l. 

• ReasoR for Tl'lis RespoRse: 

Avoie:ls respoREiiRg SloJBStaRtively to cOA'lA'leRts tl'lat A'lay iREiicate a ElecisioR tl'le feEieral ageRcies 
l'lave A'laEie a ElecisioR al3ololt eleA'leRts of GregoR's prograA'l loJRtil ·.ve are ass~oJreEI •.ve l'lave receiveEI all 
COA'lA'leRtS aREI iRfOrA'latiOR OR tl'lese MMs. 

Avoie:ls a proviEiiRg a SloJBStaRtive respoRse tl'lat A'lay coRflict tl'le ElecisioR a REI stateA'leRts A'laEie 
iR tl'le ratioRale •.ve ·.viii Elraft oRce •.ve propose approval of tl'lese MMs. 

• ~JeJ(t Steps: 

Develop staREiarEI respoRse tl'lat ioJREiergoes tecl'lRical, policy, A'laRagerial a REI legal revie·.v. 
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